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1 " April 18, 2001

Mr. R. Siddall T
West Kootenay Power |
PO Box 130 i
Trmall, B.C. VIR 4L4

Daar Mr. Siddall:

|
' l;Lr Is to advise you on the likely spring and summar oparation for
e inflow forecasts, the potentiai impacts of low resarvolr levels on
other users of Koolsr ni Lake, and 1o propose some pro-aclive measures.

The Marth 1, 2001 snowpack readings averaged aboul 47% of narmal in
the Kootenay ragion, with the corresponding Kootenay |ake inflow forecast near 53 % of
the nermal, Our indlcats that Kootenay Lake |evels would be significantly lowsr
than nermal when teservelr ls regulated in accordance with the |LIC. Reguiating the
reservoir to camply wifh the 1JC will require Kootanay Lake oufflows In excess of the
installed turbine cap#sity prior to and during the peak Inflow period. Spliling more than is |
absolutely necessary ih a low runoff year is unraasonable particularly when Kootenay
Lake is forecast to hot reach |ts normal reflll levels, and when there is a shortage of
electrical energy in theentire Western Pacific regian. '

We ml projecting Kootenay Lake Queen's Bay slevation to peak at
1743.8 feet when Kbotenay Lake Is operated lo the KC during the freshet pariod, and
that reservoir elevatiorls measured on the Naison Gauge wili be no higher than 1743.32
feat (the four foot lelal at Nelsan). Our studies indicate that a significant amount of the
expectad 650 kefs-days of spill which is likely to occur with this operation could be saved
by implementing 3 temperary variance to the Kootenay Lake |JC Order. How rmuch can
actually be generaied, and the value of that generation as you cen appreciate wiil
depend upen candltoris as they actually unfold. : 3

around Kaootenay | have been a major consideration in determining how the
reservoir is operatedl every year. Past experience has shown that lower reservolr levels
result in significant tohcern and complaints. BC Hydro and WKP need to manage the
operation of Kootepay Lake In 3 prudent manner and ssek a3 varanca from the IIC
whers it Is Justifiabld. We would expect the suggested variances to the |JC Order would
Improve summer regefvoir levels.

i
We %:rntand that the recreational mnd other nen-power interasts

The | rqisant energy shorlage in the Westem Pacific reglon should provide
aaditional impetus for|BC Hydro and West Kootanay Power to not spill water that could
otharwise be used far power generation this y=ar.
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Mr. R, Sigdall 1 | -2- April 19, 2001

BC Hydrol thersfore requests West Kootehay Power to seek two
variances of the 1838 Kdotenay Lake |JC Qrder from the 1JC Kootenay Lake Board of
Control for the pericd April 1 through September 1, 2001. The first varfance wouid be in
regard to cancellation bf implementation of the 1UC lowering formula during the spring
frashet period for this sutwner only. This variance should reduce the amount of spill,
and allow the reservalr (o risa in a controlled manner to @ freshet peak elgvation of
1747.8 faet as measulRd at the Quesn's Bay gauge. The second varlancs would occur
after the freshet pealf, ABnd would require the reservoir to be lowered to elevation
1745.32 feet as messlrid at the Queen's Bay gauge, rathar than the nomal summer
level of 174332 feet hs: measured at the Nalson gauge. Thereafter the 1938 Order
would apply. ] ;

fisked, about ‘additional costs that may arise because of the
i} Kootsnay Lake operationa this spring and summer dus to the
anticlpated variance jofi the IJC Order. BC Hydmo will reimburse WKP for those
Increments| costs they af s incurred by WKP to implement the propossd variance. We
would request that WKP| sndeavor to provide information on such expected costs befare
1u; so that BC Hydro may review options and provide suggestions
P
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WKP incurs these ¢
to adiust cperations .‘

We witl be updatina our oroiections on a recular basis and will keep you
Informed of revisions.| Pjeass advise if we can assist you furthef in this mater.
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